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86TH CoNGRESS ; HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES \ REPORT 


AUTHORIZING A PER CAPITA DISTRIBUTION OF FUNDS ARISING 
FROM A JUDGMENT IN FAVOR OF THE CONFEDERATED TRIBE 
OF SILETZ INDIANS IN THE STATE OF OREGON 


Aucust 13, 1959.—Committed to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
State of the Union and ordered to be printed 


Mr. Hatey, from the Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs, 
submitted the following 


REPORT 


[To accompany H.R. 6790] 


The Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H.R. 6790) to authorize a per capita distribution of 
funds arising from a judgment in favor of the Confederated Tribe of 
Siletz Indians in the State of Oregon, and for other purposes, having 
considered the same, report favorably thereon without amendment 
and recommend that the bill do pass. 


PURPOSE 


The purpose of H.R. 6790, introduced by Representative Norblad, 
is to authorize a per capita distribution of funds arising from an Indian 
Claims Commission judgment in favor of the Confederated Tribe of 
Siletz Indisns in the State of Oregon. A companion bill, S. 2029, has 
passed the Senate. 

NEED 


Funds were appropriated by the Supplemental Appropriation Act 
of 1959 to satisfy a judgment of the Indian Claims Commission in 
favor of the Siletz Indians. The judgment was for $416,240.85 and 
was based on inadequate and unconscionable consideration for lands 
taken under an 1892 agreement. The money is now on deposit in 
the Treasury and is earning interest at the rate of 4 percent per 
annum. 

Enactment of this legislation is necessary to permit distribution of 
the judgment fund to be made to those entitled to share in it. At- 
torney fees and expenses will be deducted from the fund after they 
have been determined by the Indian Claims Commission. The 
moneys distributed will not be subject to Federal or State income tax. 
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cost 


Enactment of H.R. 6790 will entail no cost to the United States 
since the costs of distribution will be borne by the fund. 


DEPARTMENTAL RECOMMENDATION 


The favorable report from the Secretary of the Interior, dated 
May 11, 1959, is as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D.C., May 11, 1959. 
Hon. Wayne N. AspPINatu, 
Chairman, Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D.C. 

Dear Mr. AspiNnaLL: Your committee has requested a report on 
H.R. 6790, a bill to authorize a per capita distribution of funds arising 
from a judgment in favor of the Confederated Tribe of Siletz Indians 
in the State of Oregon, and for other purposes. 

We recommend that the bill be enacted. 

The Confederated Tribe of Siletz Indians has recovered in the In- 
dian Claims Commission a judgment for $416,240.85. The money 
was appropriated by the Supplemental Appropriation Act, 1959, 
and is on deposit in the Treasury to the account of the tribe. It bears 
interest at 4 percent. There will be deducted from the judgment 
attorney fees and expenses when they have been determined by the 
Indian Claims Commission. 

The judgment is based upon inadequate and unconscionable con- 
sieration for lands taken under an 1892 agreement that was ratified 
on August 15, 1894 (28 Stat. 286). The lands involved were part of 
the former Siletz Reservation. 

The Indian Claims Commission found that the Confederated Tribe 
of Siletz Indians has as its membership descendants of the various 
tribes or bands that were parties to the 1892 agreement and that no 
other Indians or groups are entitled to share in the judgment. 

The act of August 13, 1954 (68 Stat. 724), provided for the termi- 
nation of Federal supervision over the trust and restricted property 
of certain tribes in Oregon, including the Confederated Tribe of Siletz 
Indians. Pursuant to section 3 of that act a final membership roll of 
the Confederated Tribe was prepared which contained the names of 
all members who were living on the date of the act. That roll was 
used for the distribution of the assets of the Confederated Tribe. We 
believe that it should also be used for the distribution of the additional 
asset represented by the judgment awarded by the Indian Claims 
Commission. 

The Bureau of the Budget has advised us that there is no objection 
to the submission of this report. 

Sincerely yours, 
Roger Ernst, 
Assistant Seerctary of the Interior. 


COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION 


The Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs recommends enact- 
ment of H.R. 6790. 0 
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PROVIDING THAT CERTAIN FUNDS IN THE TREASURY OF THE 
UNITED STATES TO THE CREDIT OF THE CONFEDERATED 
BANDS OF UTE INDIANS BE TRANSFERRED TO THE CREDIT 
OF THE UTE MOUNTAIN TRIBE OF THE UTE MOUNTAIN RES- 
ERVATION, COLO. 


Avucust 13, 1959.—Committed to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
State of the Union and ordered to be printed 


Mr. Asprnatu, from the Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs, 
submitted the following 


REPORT 


[To accompany H.R. 8344] 


The Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (H.R. 8344) to provide that certain funds in the 
Treasury of the United States to the credit of the Confederated 
Bands of Ute Indians be transferred to the credit of the Ute Mountain 
Tribe of the Ute Mountain Reservation, Colo., having considered the 
same, report favorably thereon without amendment and recommend 
that the bill do pass. 

PURPOSE 


The purpose of H.R. 8344, introduced by Representative Aspinall, 
is to transfer certain funds presently deposited in the Treasury to the 
credit of the Confederated Band of Ute Indians to the credit of the 
Ute Mountain Tribe of the Ute Mountain Reservation, Colo. 


NEED 


H.R. 8344 is necessary in order to transfer the funds to the proper 
account and to permit the Ute Mountain Tribe to use them in a manner 
approved by the Secretary of the Interior. The funds amount to 
$75,594.29, plus accrued interest, and were appropriated in 1955 to 
satisfy a judgment against the United States. This judgment was 
based on one of six different claims filed by the Confederated Bands 
of the Ute Indians against the United States. In 1950, the con- 
federated bands, consisting of the Ute Mountain, Southern Ute, and 
Uintah and Ouray Tribes, agreed among themselves that the entire 


84006 





2 TRANSFER FUNDS TO THE UTE MOUNTAIN TRIBE, COLORADO 


judgment in claim No. 47565, the one under consideration, would go 
to the Ute Mountain Tribe and the Southern Ute Tribe. The 
Southern Ute Tribe in tuin agreed that the entire amount of this 
judgment would go to the Ute Mountain Tribe. H.R. 8344 will 
permit the confederated bands to implement their agreement. 


COST 


No expenditure of Federal funds will be required by enactment of 
H.R. 8344 except for minor administrative expenses. 


TRIBAL AND DEPARTMENTAL RECOMMENDATIONS 


Copies of the tribal agreements and resolution recommending a 
proposed transfer of funds are on file in the Committee on Interior 
and Insular Affairs. 

The favorable report of the Department of the Interior dated 
July 31, 1959, is as follows: 


U.S. DeparTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D.C., July 31, 1959. 
Hon. Warne N. AsprINALt, 
Chairman, Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D.C. 

Dear Mr. AspInaLt: Your committee has under consideration 
H.R. 8344, a bill to provide that certain funds in the Treasury of the 
United States to the credit of the Confederated Bands of Ute Indians 
be transferred to the credit of the Ute Mountain Tribe of the Ute 
Mountain Reservation, Colo. 

We recommend that the bill be enacted. 

The Confederated Bands of Ute Indians have obtained a judgment 
against the United States in Court of Claims case No. 47565. The 
amount of the judgment was $81,771.29 and it was appropriated by 
the act of April 22, 1955 (69 Stat. 28, 42). Attorney fees amounting 
to $8,177 have been paid from the judgment and the net amount now 
on deposit in the Treasury to the account of the Confederated Bands 
of Ute Indians is $73,594.29 plus $10,491.79 accrued interest. 

The bill transfers that amount from the account of the Confederated 
Bands of Ute Indians to the account of the Ute Mountain Tribe of the 
Ute Mountain Reservation, Colo., to be used as directed by the 
tribal council and approved by the Secretary of the Interior. 

The Confederated Bands of Ute Indians do not exist as a single 
group today, but consist of three major groups: 

m ¥ The Ute Mountain Tribe of the Ute Mountain Reservation, 

olo. 

2. The Southern Ute Tribe, Colorado. 

3. The Ute Indian Tribe of the Uintah and Curay Reservation, 
Utah. This tribe consists of the Uncompahgre, White River, and 
Uintah bands. 

The judgment under consideration was obtained in one of six dif- 
ferent claims that were filed by the Confederated Bands of Ute In- 
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dians. While the six claims were pending, the three major groups 
agreed among themselves that: 

1. Any judgments obtained in five of the six claims would be 
divided 60 percent to the Uncompahgre and White River Bands 
= percent to the Southern Ute Tribe and the Ute Mountain 

ribe. 

2. The entire judgment in claim No. 47565, the one under 
consideration, would go to the Ute Mountain Tribe and the 
Southern Ute Tribe. The Southern Ute Tribe in turn agreed 
that the entire amount of this judgment would go to the Ute 
Mountain Tribe. 

This agreement is set forth in a resolution adopted June 1, 1950, 
by the three component bands of the Ute Indian Tribe of the Uintah 
and Ouray Reservation, Utah, meeting in general council, and in 
Resolution No. 595, dated August 14, 1953, by the Tribal Council of 
the Southern Ute Tribe, Colorado. These resolutions are in proper 
form and are an adequate basis for the transfer by legislation of the 
judgment in claim No. 47565 to the Ute Mountain Tribe. The 60-40 
— division of the other judgments referred to above has already 

een effected by the act of August 21, 1951 (65 Stat. 193). That act 
specifically approved and confirmed the June 1, 1950, resolution of the 
Utah groups, and the pending legislation will give effect to the August 
14, 1953, resolution of the Southern Ute Tribe. 

The Bureau of the Budget has advised us that there is no objection 
to the submission of this report. 

Sincerely yours, 

Rocer Ernst, 
Assistant Secretary of the Interior. 


COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION 


The Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs recommends enact- 
ment of H.R. 8344. O 
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AMENDING THE KLAMATH TERMINATION ACT 


Aucust 13, 1959.—Committed to the Committee of the Whole House on the State 
of the Union and ordered to be printed 


Mr. Uuiman, from the Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs, 
submitted the following 


REPORT 


[To accompany H.R. 8501) 


The Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H.R. 8501) to amend the Klamath Termination Act, 
having considered the same, report favorably thereon without amend- 
ment and recommend that the bill do pass. 


PURPOSE 


The purpose of H.R. 8501, introduced by Representative Ullman 
as the result of an executive communication from the Secretary of 
the Interior, is to amend an existing act providing for termination of 
Federal supervision over the Klamath Tribe of Indians by changing 
the date for Federal acquisition of the Klamath Marsh from April 1, 
1961, to the earliest date after September 30, 1959, that duck stamp 
funds become available to pay the purchase price and thus to make 
money available for distribution to withdrawing members of the tribe 
at an earlier date than is now possible. 


NEED 


The Klamath Indians have depended on the sale of tribally owned 
timber as their main source of income for over 50 years. That income 
has been cut off through congressional action providing for the sale 
of the Klamath Forest and marshland. The Klamath Termination 
Act committed the Government to purchase the marsh. Since duck 
stamp funds are now or soon will be available to pay for these lands, 
the committee finds no good reason why title to the land should not 
be taken well in advance of the 1961 date set in earlier legislation. 

The Klamath Marsh has a realization value of $510,905 or about 
$300 for each of the withdrawing members of the tribe. Some 
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Klamath Indians, who elected to withdraw and have their share of 
reservation property paid to them, are suffering real hardship. Al- 
though they will ultimately receive approximately $45,000 each when 
all assets are disposed of, the earlier availability of even $300 will be 
of considerable assistance in the meantime and will lessen a potential 
drain on Indian loan funds. 

COST 


No additional cost to the Government wil! result from enactment 
of H.R. 8501. 
DEPARTMENT RECOMMENDATION 


The executive communication from the Secretary of the Interior 
dated July 20, 1959, is as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D.C., July 20, 1959. 
Hon. Sam Raysurn, 
Speaker, House of Representatives, 
Washington, D.C. 
Dear Mr. Speaker: There is enclosed a draft of a proposed bill 
to amend the Klamath Termination Act. 
We recommend that it be referred to the appropriate committee 
for consideration and we recommend that it be enacted. 
The purpose of the bill is to change the date for Federal acquisition 
of the Klamath Marsh from April 1, 1961, to the earliest date after 


September 30, 1959, that duck stamp funds are available to pay the 


purchase price. The reason for the change is to make it possible for 
the Government to pay the Indians immediately the purchase price 
for land which the Government has already decided to buy, instead 
of lending them money to meet their immediate subsistence needs. 

The decision to purchase the Klamath Marsh was made by the act 
of August 23, 1958 (72 Stat. 816). The date for taking title, April 1, 
1961, was fixed to conform to the date for Federal acquisition of the 
1 of the Klamath Forest that may be acquired by the Government. 

here is no reason, however, for the two dates to be the same, and 
recent developments have shown a need to take the title to the marsh 
immediately. 

The Indians who have elected to withdraw from the tribe will be 
without funds for subsistence until the purchase price from the sale 
of the marsh and the forest is available for distribution. These sub- 
sistence needs will, therefore, have to be met with loans from the 
Indian revolving loan fund. If the sale date for the marsh is changed 
as proposed, the need for additional loans from the revolving loan 
fund will be decreased. As the Federal Government is already com- 
mitted to the purchase of the marsh, it seems unreasonable to make 
loans to the Indians rather than pay them the purchase price that is 
due. If the bill is enacted, funds will be available for the payment of 
the purchase price from the sale of stamps under the Migratory Bird 
Hunting Stamp Act of March 16, 1934, as amended (16 U.S.C. 718). 

The Purse of the Budget has advised us there is no objection to 
the submission of this proposed legislation. 

Sincerely yours, 
Exmer F. Bennett, 
Acting Secretary of the Interior. 
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A BILL To amend the Klamatin Termination Act 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of America in Congress assembled, That in 
order to®Permit an immediate payment of the purchase 
price of the Klamath Marsh, the title to which was taken by 
the United States by the Act of August 23, 1958 (72 Stat. 
816), and thereby make possible a partial distribution of 
funds to the Klamath Indians who have elected to withdraw 
from the tribe, which will lessen the need for making interim 
loans to such Indians, subsection 28(f) of the Act of August 
13, 1954, as amended (72 Stat. 816), is hereby amended by 
changing the effective date for the taking of title by the 
United States from April 1, 1961, to the earliest date after 
September 30, 1959, when the Secretary of the Interior 
determines that funds for the payment of the purchase 
price are available from the sale of stamps under the Migra- 
tory Bird Hunting Stamp Act of March 16, 1934, as amended 
(16 U.S.C. 718). 


COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS 


The Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs recommends enact- 
ment of H.R. 8501. 


CHANGES IN EXISTING LAW 


In compliance with clause 3 of rule XIII of the Rules of the House of 
Representatives, changes in existing law made by the bill, as intro- 


duced, are shown as follows (existing law proposed to be omitted is 
enclosed in black brackets, new matter is printed in italic, existing 
law in which no change is proposed is shown in roman): 


Act or AvuGust 13, 1954, as AMENDED (72 Srar. 816) 


Sec. 28(f) The lands that comprise the Klamath Marsh shall be a 
part of the property selected for sale pursuant to subsection 5(a) (3) of 
this Act to pay members who withdraw from the tribe. Title to such 
lands is hereby taken in the name of the United States, effective 
[April 1, 1961.] the earliest date after September 30, 1959, when the 
Secretary of the Interior determines that funds for the payment of the 
=o price are available from the sale of stamps under the Migratory 
a Hunting Stamp Act of March 16, 1934, as amended (16 U.S.C. 

18). 
O 
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AUTHORIZING PARTICIPATION BY THE UNITED STATES 
IN PARLIAMENTARY CONFERENCES WITH MEXICO 






Avaust 13, 1959.—Committed to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
State of the Union and ordered to be printed 







Mr. Saunp, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, submitted the 
following 


REPORT 


[To accom any H.J. Res. 283] 









The Committee on Foreign Affairs, to whom was referred the 
joint resolution (H.J. Res. 283) to authorize participation by the 
United States in parliamentary conferences with Mexico, having 
considered the same, report favorably thereon with amendments and 
recommend that the joint resolution as amended do pass. 
The amendments are as follows: 
On page 1, line 5, after “‘session’’, insert: 
(except that this restriction shall not apply during the first 
session of the Eighty-sixth Congress or to meetings held in 
the United States). 


On page 2, line 5, after ‘“Committee).”, insert: 


Such appointments shall be for the period of each meeting of 
the Mexico-United States Interparliamentary group except 
for the four members of the Foreign Affairs Committee, and 
the four members of the Foreign Relations Committee, whose 
appointments shall be for the duration of each Congress. 


On page 2, line 12, after “made,” insert “the House and Senate 
portions of’’. 

On page 2, line 15, insert before the period a comma and the word 
“respectively”. 

House Joint Resolution 283, to authorize participation by the United 
States in parliamentary conferences with Mexico, was introduced by 
Hon. D. S. Saund on March 3, 1959, and was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs on that date. 
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The resolution was considered by the Foreign Affairs Committee 
at a hearing held on June 10, 1959. At this hearing, the committee 
also had before it seven additional identical resolutions, House Joint 
Resolution 360, introduced by Mr. Montoya, House Joint Resolu- 
tion 418, by Mr. Kilgore, House Joint Resolution 420, by Mr. Wilson, 
House Joint Resolution 421, by Mr. Fulton, House Joint Resolu- 
tion 424, by Mr. Rutherford, House Joint Resolution 426, by Mr. 
Utt, and House Joint Resolution 428, by Mr. Rhodes of Arizona. 
Several Members of the House testified in favor of the resolution. 

House Joint Resolution 283 authorizes the appointment of not to 
exceed 24 Members of Congress to the Mexico-United States Inter- 
parliamentary Group; half of this number is to be appointed by the 
Speaker of the House and half by the President of the Senate. Not 
less than four members shall be from the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs and not less than four from the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

The U.S. delegation will meet with the delegation from Mexico at 
least once a year and when Congress is not in session to discuss common 
problems in the interests of relations between the United States and 
Mexico. 

The resolution also authorizes the appropriation of not to exceed 
$30,000, $15,000 of which shall be for the expenses of the House dele- 
gation to the Mexico-United States Interparliamentary Group, and 
$15,000 for the Senate delegation. 

The purpose of the joint resolution is to create an interparliamentary 
group on the part of the House and Senate to meet with the Mexican 
legislators to discuss various matters and problems common to the 
interests of both countries. 

During this session of Congress, a resolution was passed by both 
Houses of Congress establishing an interparliamentary relationship 
between the United States and Canada. Two meetings have been 
held by the legislators representing both nations. The results of the 
meetings between the Members of the Canadian Parliament and the 
U.S. Congress, two friendly nations, with common borders and com- 
mon objectives of good commercial relationships and world peace are 
quite evident. 

Like Canada on the north, the United States borders with the Re- 
public of Mexico on the south. Our relationships with our neighbors 
to the south have been friendly in the past. The warm reception 
given to the President of the United States at the time of the inaugu- 
ration of the Mexican President last year was proof of the high esteem 
and affection in which the people of the United States are held by the 
people of Mexico. 

he best example of a republic governed by laws passed by a freely 
elected parliament in any Spanish-speaking nation is the Republic 
of Mexico. We can learn much from them, and with them strengthen 
the cause of democracy in the Western Hemisphere. 

The United States and Mexico, two neighboring nations, have many 
mutual problems which require constant exploration. The farmers 
of the United States, through an agreement with the Government of 
Mexico, employ tens of thousands of Mexican nationals as agricultural 
workers. This contact between the citizens of Mexico working in 
their special contracts in the United States, does pose problems. 
There are twin cities on the border with Mexico where the erection 
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of sewage disposal plants have been sources of negotiation in the 
past. Only recently through the efforts of the International Boundary 
Commission, the Government of Mexico has decided to construct 
a large sewage disposal plant in Mexicali across the border from 
Calexico, Calif. This is of great importance to the residents of many 
communities in southern California. There are problems ares 
juveniles crossing into the border cities of Mexico from the Unite 
States which require delicate negotiations between communities in 
the United States and Mexico. 

Experiences from previous contacts between the officials of the two 
countries have been very rewarding. It is the hope of the proponents 
of this and similar resolutions that personal, informal meetings 
between the Members of the United States and Mexican Congresses 
will prove highly beneficial in strengthening the ties of friendship and 
and respect which exist at the present time. 

There has been an exchange of letters between individual Members 
of the U.S. Congress and leaders of the two Houses of the Congress 
in Mexico to determine the reaction of the Mexican leaders to this 
proposed joint resolution. The leaders of Congress in Mexico have 
informally assured us of their enthusiastic acceptance of this proposal. 
The State Department has also received similar assurances of en- 
thusiastic response from the Mexican Congress to this offer of a 
friendly hand across the borders to a friendly and respected people. 

The following letters from the Department of State favor the 
resolution: 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Washington, April 14, 1959. 
Hon. Tuomas E. Morean, 
Chairman, Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
House of Representatives. 

Dear Dr. Moraan: I wish to refer to your letter of March 5 re- 
questing the views of the Department of State on HJ. Res. 283 
establishing a Mexico-United States Interparliamentary Group. 

In the consideration of this resolution, it would seem useful to clarify 
the relationship of the proposed group to the Interparliamentary 
Union, which, as you know, has been in existence for 70 years and has 
a membership of more than 50 countries. Its last meeting was held 
in Rio de Janeiro in July 1958 with the attendance of congressional 
delegations from nine American Republics, including the United States. 
At that meeting it was suggested that an inter-American parliamen- 
tary organization be created. Asa result of this suggestion, a meeting 
will be held at Lima, Peru, May 10-18, 1959. Dr. Franklin Dunham, 
executive secretary of the U.S. group, has informed the Department 
that Members of the Congresses of the American Republics were in- 
vited to attend this meeting for the purpose of considering the estab- 
lishment of an inter-American parliamentary organization. 

The purpose of the Mexico-United States Interparliamentary Group 
as stipulated in the resolution appears to be praiseworthy and worth- 
while. Nevertheless, the proposed establishment of a bilateral 
organization by some members of the Interparliamentary Union 
deserves careful consideration before the Congress takes formal action 
on this resolution. 
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The Department has been informed by the Bureau of the Budget 
that there is no objection to the submission of this report. 
Sincerely yours, 


Wituram B. Macomser, Jr., 
Assistant Secretary. 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Washington, August 7, 1959. 
Hon. Tuomas E. Moraan, 

Chairman, Committee on Foreign Affairs, 

House of Representatives. 

Dear Mr. Cuartrman: I refer to my letter of April 14, 1959, in 
reply to yours of March 5 requesting the views of the Department of 
State on House Joint Resolution 283 establishing a Mexico-United 
States Interparliamentary Group. 

In an attempt to be of further assistance to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs in its consideration of the resolution, the Department 
asked the American Embassy at Mexico City to ascertain the views of 
Mexican Government officials concerning the proposal. The Mexi- 
can Ministry of Foreign Relations transmitted a copy of the resolution 
to the Permanent Commission of the Congress of Mexico. The 
Permanent Commission replied that it looked with sympathy on the 
proposal but could not express itself definitively inasmuch as the 
matter was one that the Congress of Mexico could alone decide. It 
issued a press release in the same terms. The Ministry of Foreign 
Relations commented that, although the direction of international 
relations in Mexico was incumbent upon the Executive power, the 
Government of Mexico found nothing to object to in the proposed 
conference between representatives of the Congresses for the purpose 
of conducting an exchange of friendly and cordial conversations. 
The exchange, the Foreign Office stated, would undoubtedly serve to 
reinforce even further the excellent relations of neighborliness and 
friendship that exist between the neighboring countries of this con- 
tinent and particularly between Mexico and the United States of 
America. 

One further point which the committee may wish to consider with 
respect to House Joint Resolution 283 is the fact that the regular 
session of the Mexican Congress extends from September 1 to Decem- 
ber 31, inclusive, of each year. This period coincides almost exactly 
with the few months when the U.S. Congress is not normally in session. 
It might be difficult, therefore, to arrange for mutually satisfactory 
dates for meetings, if our own representatives are to be restricted to 
months when the U.S. Congress is not in session. The difficulty 
would be increased if the Mexican Congress should adopt the same 
restriction. It is suggested that this restriction should be removed. 

The Department has been informed by the Bureau of the Budget 
that there is no objection to the submission of this report. 

Sincerely yours, 
Wituram B. Macomser, Jr., 
O Assistant Secretary. 
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CONSIDERATION OF H.R. 8374 


Avucust 13, 1959.—Referred to the House Calendar and ordered to be printed 


Mr. Trims ez, from the Committee on Rules, submitted the following 
REPORT 
[To accompany H. Res. 345] 


The Committee on Rules, having had under consideration House 
Resolution 345, report the same to the House with the recommendation 
that the resolution do pass. 
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